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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The study covers quite relevant topic and chose an interesting and adequate methodology for its respective purpose. By considering the contemporary regional problem of Indonesia and developing a model for sustainable highland farming, it contributes to the literature related to sustainable agriculture practices and could be helpful in using the models for other highland regions as well as other similar phenomena. Combining design-thinking and Evidence-Based Software Engineering (EBSE) could guide future researches.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Adequate
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Time frame of the data used in the study should be mentioned in abstract. Also, the repetition of words included in the title should be avoided in keywords section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript seems to be scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Though references are almost sufficient and recent, there should have a citation of any source related to impact-evaluation (highlighted in the manuscript). URL should be provided in the citation of any website source, for example, FAO (2023) and Susilawati, N. (2012).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There are few minor errors in the English language. The author(s) needs to go for English language editing, particularly the fragmentation of long sentences is needed for making them more meaningful.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have carefully read the submitted manuscript, and here I have provided my comments. Although the topic of research is quite relevant, and the author(s) of the paper has made a good attempt to write this paper, a few suggestions may enhance readability and the impact of the works. Some corrections I have made in track change mode.

1. Time frame of the data used in the study should be mentioned in abstract. Also, the authors need to correct the time frame. At one place, it is written 2011-2023 whereases in other its 2014-24.

2. The repetition of words included in the title should be avoided in keywords section.

3. Avoid repeating sources in the sentence and in-text citation. Instead in-sentence citation could be used.

4. There are few minor errors in the English language. The author(s) needs to go for English language editing, particularly the fragmentation of long sentences into multiple short sentences is needed for making them more meaningful.

5. Rewriting the citation of some website sources is required with including their URL. 

6. Figure sources should be properly quoted. For example, instead of providing in text citation, authors should write “authors’ own compilation/creation” in Figure 1. 

7. Though the methodology seems adequate, kindly include some comments or discussions on the suitability and technical standards of the methods used.

8. Cite the sources which are being discussed, avoid making vague claims. (Check 6-8th line of ‘Execution’ section)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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